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DETAILED ACTION 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1, 3, 5, 7-9 and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, 
as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

In claim 1 , line 8, as seen in figs. 4 and 6, it is not clear in what sense the switches 1 1 
are "between" the power source and the respective locking mechanism. In claim 1, line 
18, "connected" to what, is being referred to? In claim 1 , line 18, it is not clear in what 
sense the switches 1 1 are bypassed. In claim 1 , line 19, as seen in figs. 4 and 6, it is 
not clear in what sense each locking mechanism is directly connected to the power 
source. In claim 7, lines 3-4 and claim 8, line 2, and as seen in fig. 6, even without the 
switch 600, aren't each of the locking mechanisms connected to the power source? 

In view of the above claim rejections, the claims are rejected as best understood, 
on prior art, as follows. 

Claims 1 , 3, 5, 7-9 and 1 1 are rejected on the ground of nonstatutory 
obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 11-15, 21-23, 28 
and 33-41 of U.S. Patent No. 7,445,255 in view of Butt (263). Claims 11-15, 21-23, 28 
and 33-38 of USPN 7,445,255 teach all of the limitations of claims 1 , 3, 5, 7-9 and 1 1 
except for the override/master control connections and override/master control switch. 
Butt teaches in column 5, lines 22, 40, plural locking mechanisms associated with plural 
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doors may be selectively wired such that a master override control switch 70 may be 
connected with and used to unlock multiple (or all) doors at once, or each individual 
door may be actuated by a user by a switch 71 , 72 such that only specific doors may be 
unlocked. It would have been obvious to provide an override/master control switch and 
connection with the locking mechanisms of USPN 7,445,255, in view of the teaching of 
Butt, to allow all doors to be actuated at once if desired, as is well known in the lock art, 
to provide expected results. 



The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created 
doctrine grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the 
unjustified or improper timewise extension of the "right to exclude" granted by a patent 
and to prevent possible harassment by multiple assignees. A nonstatutory 
obviousness-type double patenting rejection is appropriate where the conflicting claims 
are not identical, but at least one examined application claim is not patentably distinct 
from the reference claim(s) because the examined application claim is either anticipated 
by, or would have been obvious over, the reference claim(s). See, e.g., In re Berg, 140 
F.3d 1428, 46 USPQ2d 1226 (Fed. Cir. 1998); In re Goodman, 11 F.3d 1046, 29 
USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. Cir. 1993); In re Longi, 759 F.2d 887, 225 USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 
1985); In re Van Ornum, 686 F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 1982); In re Vogel, 422 
F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619 (CCPA 1970); and In re Thorington, 418 F.2d 528, 163 
USPQ 644 (CCPA 1969). 

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .321 (c) or 1 .321 (d) 
may be used to overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory 
double patenting ground provided the conflicting application or patent either is shown to 
be commonly owned with this application, or claims an invention made as a result of 
activities undertaken within the scope of a joint research agreement. 

Effective January 1 , 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a 
terminal disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fully comply with 
37 CFR 3.73(b). 
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The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 3, 5, 7, 9 and 1 1 as best understood are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Williamson, Jr. et al (106) in view of Hosmer (899) 
and Butt (263). 

It is first noted that throughout the claims, cabinets, cupboards and drawers are not 
being positively claimed, rather, a locking system which is capable of being used with 
such. It is further noted that use of such claimed system by a child is of no patentable 
significance, and the prior art locking systems of the applied references are capable of 
use by a child. Williamson teaches a plurality of solenoid locks and latch bolt plungers 
to engage and lock a plurality of strikers of cabinet doors, wherein as set forth in the 
Abstract and column 4, line 1 , a wireless remote transmitter actuator may actuate the 
solenoids through a partially concealed switch. The system also includes a battery. 
Hosmer teaches a partially concealed reed switch 27 may be actuated by proximity of a 
magnet 35, wherein the lock is returned by the spring 18a to a locked condition after 
unlocking actuation of the lock. Butt teaches in column 5, lines 22, 40, plural locking 
mechanisms associated with plural doors may be selectively wired such that a master 
override control switch 70 may be used to unlock multiple (or all) doors at once, or each 
individual door may be actuated by a user by a switch 71 , 72 such that only specific 
doors may be unlocked. It would have been obvious to modify the locking system of 
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Williamson such that a remote (magnet) may be used to actuate a switch, in view of the 
teaching of Hosmer, wherein the lock returns to a locking condition after being 
unlocked, in view of the teaching of Hosmer, to provide expected unlocking results. It 
would have been obvious to modify the remote actuated locking system of Williamson 
as modified by Hosmer, such that a master override control switch may be used to 
actuate all locks, or individual doors of one's choice may be unlocked, in view of the 
teaching 70, 71 , 72 of Butt, to allow all doors to be actuated at once if desired, as is well 
known in the lock art. 

Claim 8 as best understood is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Williamson, Jr. et al in view of Hosmer and Butt as applied to claim 7 
above, and further in view of Hughes (574). 

In column 1 , lines 27-29, Hughes teaches that it is well known to utilize a switch for a 
predetermined period of time. It would have been obvious to actuate the switch of 
Williamson as modified by Hosmer to be operable for a predetermined period of time, in 
view of the teaching of Hughes, to optimize its security. 

Applicant's arguments filed October 30, 2008 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. In response to applicant's remarks in the last two paragraphs of 
page 5 of the REMARKS, it is resubmitted that Butts teaches a master control switch 70 
which is used with whatever doors and locks are chosen (see "respective doors" in 
column 5, line 23). Whatever doors and locks are chosen, such would inherently be 
connected to the master control switch 70, and these locks would inherently include (an 
override) connection with the master control switch. This master control switch is also 
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intended to be used instead of each individual switch 71 , 72 at each door, as disclosed 
in column 5, lines 19-40). As disclosed in column 5, lines 53-54 and 57-59, the master 
control switch is electrically used to actuate whatever doors/locks are chosen. Thus all 
locks of one's choice may be connected to the master control switch. This is also 
disclosed in column 6, lines 21-23, at "Should a plurality of cells be involved". 
Accordingly, Butts teaches a master control switch 70 which may be electrically 
connected to any and all locks, which master control switch 70 is intended to bypass the 
individual switches 71 , 72 at each door. Each lock at each door may be connected to 
the master control switch, with a master/override connection. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Lloyd A. Gall whose telephone number is 571-272-7056. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Patricia Engle can be reached on 571-272-6660. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Lloyd A. Gall/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3673 

/L A. Q.I 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3673 
January 10, 2009 



